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Dr. Shinichi KURAKATA/ declares that he is a co-inventor of 
the invention described and claimed in the above-referenced 
application. 

He graduated from the University of Tokyo in 1976 and 
r ceived a doctorate degree in 19 85 (Ph.D., Pharmaceutical 
Sciences, University of Tokyo) . 

tie has worked for Sankyo Company, Ltd. of Tokyo, Japan 
(assignee of-^eeofd). since— 1978 and presently holds the position 
of Vice Director (Biological Research Laboratories) . He is also 
a General Manager in Cancer Research in the Laboratories. 

The following testing was done under his supervision and 
control to compare the activity of Naproxen with the compounds 
required by the claims in the above-ref renced application. 
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The comparison testing was conducted using the same ^ 
pr cedures as described in Exampl 1 £ the specification of the 
above-referenced application, except that test compounds were 
administered every day for the first five days and that the body 
weight recovery rates were determined based on the weight gain on 
day 23 instead of day 19, after tumor cell transplantation. 

The results of the testing are shown in the following Table : 



Administered Compound 




| Weieht Gain <AS 


Body Weight Recovery Rate (%) 




i 


3.1 


115 


Compound 2-78 


0.3 


1,6 


71 




0.1 


-0J 


9 




1 


3.1 


115 


Compound 1*94 


0.3 


1.5 


63 




0.1 


-1.1 


•9 




10 


r 0.4 


35 


Naproxen 


1 


-1.6 


-24 




0.1 


-0.9 


-3 


Control Group 1 




-0-8 


0 


Control Group 2 




2.6 


100 



As is evidenced by the results of the tests, Naproxen showed 
35% recovery at a dosage of 10 mg/kg- In comparison, both 
c mpounds required in the present claims showed a recovery of 
better than 100% at the dosage of 1 mg/kg and about 70% recovery 
at the dosage of 0.3 mg/kg. Thus, based on the comparative test 
data/ the compounds required in the present invention claims have 
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much stronger activity against cachexia than does Naproxen. Such 
activity would not have been expected by persons skilled in the 
art. 

Z hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own 

knowledge are true and that all statements made on information 
and belief are believed to be true; and further that these 
statements were made with the knowledge that willful false 
statements ancl the like so made are punishable by fine or 
imprisonment/ or both/ under Section 1001, of Title 18 of the 
United States Code and that such willful false statements may 
jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued 
thereon* 





Shinichi KURAKATA 
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